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aArticle Vill, —ection & of our _.tete coastitution, is in
pert as follows:

%0 county, city or town shsll levy nore than
tawenty-five oants for city or county purposcs, and
not exceeding rifteen cents for roads and bridges,
« » o end the Logislature may also suthorize an ad-
ditionel eannusl ad valorem tex to be levied and
colleoted for the further meintensnce of publio
roacs: trovided, that a majority of the qualified
property tax paying voters of tne county voting at
an eleoction to be held for that purpose shall vote
such tex, not to exceed fifteen cents oa the one
hundred dollsre valuation of the property aubjeot to
taxation in such oounty. And the Legislature nay
pess logel laws for the maintenence of the publie
rceds snd highways, without the loocal notioce re-~
quired for apeoiul or locsl laws,."

article 6790, Vernon's annostatud uivil Utatutes, is in
rart ss follows: ..

"The comnissioners' court shell order en eleation
upon presentatioc to it ot sry ruguler sessiocn of e
petition signed by two hundred gualified voters sad
property tax payers of . .the cgounty, or a.petition of
Tifty persons 86 qualified in eny politicsl subdivision
or defined district of the county, requesting said court
to order an election to determine whether ssid ocourt shall
levy upor the property within eeid territory & road tax
not to exceed fifteen cents on the one hundred dollers
worth of property, under the provisions of the emend-
ment of 1889 to the Constitution of the tate of Texas,

ﬂdopted in 1890- R i

In the case of COnmiauionera' Court of Zeverro County et
€l v, Pinkston et al, 295 G. ¥« 271 {writ refused), the court
"~ construing the above quoted constitutionzl ané statutory

Jrovisions states the following:

"3y the above the Lsgisleture is only € apowered
to authorize an additiopnal ad velorem tax to be levied
for thé purpose of meintaining publio roads by a
majority vote of the quelified property tax paving
voterez of the ocounty for the purpose of awalntaining
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public roads of the county, and uot of any aubdivision
thereof, The nepsure authorized was ouny for tue bene-

clear ne tax therein proe-
viged for by sny other vote than that of the entire

sounty &nd aot for looal but for county~wide purposes,

and prohidbits suoh tex 80 authorized Ifroa exceeding

15 oents on the 100 valuation of the ,royert: subjeot
to taxation in the county. . & :

"e o oald erticle only deals with &8nd confers
authority under certein prooceedings required to be
had to levy upgn the groEerty within the territory
therein define E a road tex not to exaeed 1) cents
on the . worth of property being cerely & nain-
tenénge tax . « " {emphasis ours)

Therefore, it is our opinion that the Coxmissionerst Jourt
I pot authorized to meke a levy under the terms of the election
:der gonslderation on property situsted within one precinet and
't on property situated within the other presincta, but on the
Jatrary the levy must be made on all property within the entire
uaty if 1t Ye =ade at all, .

Youra very -truly,

ATTO QLY SGuXLRAL OF TullAo
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